Two  Kinds  of  Neutralisni 

President  Nasser  has  followed  President  Eisenhower  and  Premier 
Khrushchev  in  a  status-seeking  visit  to  India.  The  Egyptian  press 
has  hailed  the  “immortal  love”  between  Indians  and  Arabs  and  has 
ecstatically  linked  Nasser  and  Prime  Minister  Nehru  as  exponents 
of  an  identical  neutralist  policy. 

Any  resemblance  between  Nasser  and  Nehru  is  impurely  propa¬ 
gandist. 

The  Indian  premier  advocates  coexistence.  He  opposes  alignment 
with  blocs.  He  opposes  blocs,  per  se.  He  does  not  proclaim  a  mystical 
pan-Indian  nationalism  to  justify  subversion  of  neighbors  and  the 
annexation  of  their  territory.  And,  while  he  seeks  aid  from  both 
East  and  West,  it  is  for  a  carefully  designed  and  cohesive  program 
for  economic  development.  He  has  not  turned  India  into  a  Soviet 
arsenal. 

In  contrast,  Nasser  exploits  the  cold  war  to  extort  aid  from  both 
East  and  West.  He  tries  to  organize  an  Afro-Asian  bloc  and  he 
besieges  his  neighbors  to  forge  one  large  Arab  empire.  His  military 
forces  are  armed,  equipped  and  trained  by  Moscow. 

Nasser’s  speeches- to  the  Indian  parliament  and  people  were  a 
tasteless  and  tendentious  recital  of  his  martyrdom  at  the  hands  of 
unnamed  Western  bad  men.  He  has  no  kind  words  for  either  Wash¬ 
ington  or  Moscow  when  he  talks  in  New  Delhi.  It  appears  now  that 
he  was  saved  at  Suez — ^not  by  the  Soviet  Union  or  the  United  States 
— but  by  India!  And  it  bewilders  Americans,  who  are  now  sending 
handsome  aid  to  Nasser,  to  hear  him  drill  into  old  wounds,  in  New 
Delhi  on  Mar.  30: 

“The  withdrawal  of  this  offer  (Aswan)  was  made  after  it 
was  agreed  to.  Then  there  was  the  humiliating  way  in  which 
this  withdrawal  was  effected  .  .  . 

“Those  who  tried  to  kill  us  with  arms  but  failed,  tried  to  kill 
us  with  hunger  and  disease.  They  set  up  obstacles  to  prevent  us 
from  purchasing  the  wheat  from  which  we  made  our  bread. 
They  even  reached  the  extent  of  refusing  to  allow  us  to  purchase 
the  medicine  we  required  for  our  wounded  and  sick . . .” 

Nasser  also  used  his  Asian  tour  to  attack  Israel’s  growing  eco¬ 
nomic  and  cultural  relations  with  the  new  governments  of  that  con¬ 
tinent.  He  probably  accomplished  little  in  India,  whose  people  have 
always  been  friendly  to  Israel.  But  if  India  is  to  preserve  its  position 
as  an  exponent  of  neutralism  and  an  opponent  of  bloc  pressures,  it 
cannot  justify  its  hesitancy  to  establish  full  diplomatic  relations  with 
Israel. 

Many  believe  that  this  inhibition  reflects  fear  that  Pakistan  would 
profit,  prestige-wise,  in  Arab  League  capitals  at  India’s  expense.  But 
it  is  neither  neutral  nor  logical  to  station  an  ambassador  in  Cairo  and 
not  to  do  so  in  Jerusalem. 

On  Mar.  31,  the  Indian  Express  said  it  hoped  Nehru  would  be 
able  to  persuade  Nasser  to  exist  peaceably  with  Israel,  and,  last 
Feb.  12,  the  Hindustani  Times  declared ; 

“It  may  be  that  the  time  has  come  for  India,  which  has  recognized 
Israel  but  has  stopped  short  of  exchanging  diplomatic '  representation, 
to  consider  whether  the  hesitation  in  this  respect  has  not  tended  to 
strengthen  Arab  intransigence  towards  a  realistic  solution  of  the 
Israel  question.’* 

Nowadays  statesmen  may  be  more  interested  in  winning  friends 
than  in  influencing  people.  And  Nehru  may  be  diflldent  about  offering 
advice  to  the  hypersensitive  Nasser.  But  India’s  example  could 
influence  Nasser  and  India  could  contribute  decisively  to  an  Arab- 
Israel  peace  if  she  fully  clarified  her  friendly  attitude  by  exchanging 
diplomatic  missions  with  Israel. 
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...newing  the  NEWS 


All's  Quiot.  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  / 
G.  Lewis  Jones  gave  an  off-the-record/ 
briefing  on  the  Near  East  to  the  HousW 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  Apr.  13 J 
and  his  testimony  tended  to  allay  fearn 
of  congressmen  who  have  been  dis-| 
turbed  by  alarms  and  counter-alarms/ 
that  ring  through  the  region.  - 

“Every  peaceful  day  that  passes  is  a 
gain,”  said  one  veteran  congressman, 
“because  it  forces  the  leadership  ot 
these  countries  to  deal  with  their  ma¬ 
jor  problem — the  economic  needs  of 
their  people.” 

There  is  evidence  to  support  the  view 
that  Near  East  countries  are  facing  up 
to  economic  realities.  But  their  lead¬ 
ers  remain  prisoners  of  their  own  prop- 


Th«  "Army."  Thus,  at  a  time  when 
most  Western  observers  are  regaining 
their  composure  about  Iraq  and  are  be¬ 
ginning  to  believe  that  Premier  Kas- 
sem  really  means  to  steer  clear  oi  Mos¬ 
cow  (Deputy  Prime  Minister  Anastas 
Mikoyan  was  coolly  received  when  he 
arriv^  in  Baghdad  to  buttress  the  pro- 
Communist  forces),  Kassem  and  Nas¬ 
ser  are  in  a  “race”  to  create  the  “Pales¬ 
tine  army”  which  is  to  “restore  the 
usurped  rights  of  the  Palestine  refugees” 
and  drive  Israel’s  army  into  the  sea. 

The  plight  of  the  refugees  is  being 
trifled  with  in  senseless  political  pos¬ 
turing. 

But,  Iraq’s  Kassem  insists  that  he 
means  “dee^  and  not  words.”  In  an 
interview  with  the  Sudanese  newspaper 
Al-Ayyam,  Apr.  S,  Kassem  boasted: 

“We  work  for  the  solution  of  the 
Palestine  case  with  deeds  and  not  with 
words  .  .  .  The  matter  requires  violent 
action.  The  rights  of  the  Palestine 
people  have  been  trampled  on.  They 
have  been  dispersed  from  their  homes 
.  .  .  (Conferences  are  convened  for 
speeches  only  and  not  for  action.  Pal- 

(Continued  on  page  88) 
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The  Suez 

Tbe  UAR  has  seized  the  400  tons  of 
dement  which  the  Greek  cargo  ship, 
Astypalea,  was  carrying  from  Israel  to 
Djibouti.  The  ship  was  stepped  at 
Port  Said  on  Dec.  18,  while  attempting 
to  pass  through  the  Suez  Canal — three 
days  before  the  $56  million  World  Bank 
loan  to  President  Nasser  for  improving 
the  canal. 

The  Israelis  had  been  given  to  under¬ 
stand  by  Secretary  General  Dag  Ham- 
marskjold  that  President  Nasser  would 
allow  it  to  pass  if  neither  ship  nor  cargo 
were  the  property  of  Israel  at  the  time 
it  reached  the  canal. 


It  was  stopped,  nevertheless,  and,  on 
Apr.  7,  it  finally  was  forced  to  yield 
its  cargo. 

Nasser’s  action  brought  a  rebuke 
from  Secretary  General  Hammarskjold, 
who  said  that  it  **goes  against  the  prin¬ 
ciple  upheld  by  the  United  Nations.” 
His  statement: 

I  “The  stand  of  the  United  Na- 
\  tions  on  freedtMn  of  passage 
\  through  the  Suez  Canal  for  all  has 
often  been  stated  and  reaffirmed. 

It  remains  unchanged.  However, 
all  through  the  years  since  the  late 
forties,  its  implementation  has  met 
with  obstacles  related  to  unresolved 

f  political  problems  of  the  area.  I 
have  considered  it  my  duty  to  make 
unrelenting  efforts  to  improve  the  . 
situation.  In  some  cases  these  ef-  | 
forts  have  been  based  on  requests  \ 
from  the  General  Assembly  or  the  \ 
Security  Council,  in  genei^,  they  \ 
have  bi^n  on  my  own  initiative.  I 
The  setbacks  for  those  efforts  I 
which  I  have  encountered  have  | 
been  explained  by  varying  circum¬ 
stances,  but,  in  my  view,  so  far  not 
by  attitudes  which  should  discour¬ 
age  me  from  continuing. 

“The  situation  created  by  the 
f  detention  of  the  Greek  ship  Asty- 
palea,  and  its  latest  developments, 
which  goes  against  the  principle 
upheld  by  the  United  Nations, 
should  be  seen  in  the  light  of  these 
considerations.  The  difficulties  to 
achieve  full  implementation  of  the 
principle,  in  present  circumstances, 
render  necessary  renewed  efforts 
to  arrive  at  workable  practices. 
Such  efforts  will  be  pursued  by  the 
United  Nations.” 

The  N.  Y.  Times,  on  Apr.  10,  com¬ 
mented  that  Mr.  Hammarskjold’s  state¬ 
ment  was  “mild  in  its  terms  and  severe 
in  its  implications.”  And  the  editorial 
continued: 


“The  only  defense  Colonel  Nas¬ 
ser  can  make  is  that  there  is  at  least 
a  thewetical  state  of  war  between 
Israel  and  the  United  Arab  Repub¬ 
lic.  It  is  a  shabby  defense  indeed. 
Colonel  Nasser  should  not  expect 
loans  or  other  assistance  from  the 
United  States  for  the  develc^ment 


of  the  canal  while  he  continues  to 
use  that  waterway  as  a  ptditical 
weapon.” 

And  the  JV.  Y.  Herald  Tribune,  on 
Apr.  12,  observed: 

“Mr.  Hammarskjold,  discour¬ 
aged  though  he  has  every  ri^t  to 
be  by  Nasser’s  rebuffs,  indicated 
in  his  statement  that  he  intends  to 
pursue  his  efforts  ‘to  arrive  at 
workable  practices*  in  the  Suez 
Canal.  We’re  glad  he  hasn’t  given 
up.  But  we  would  like  to  see  him 
get  some  positive  support  from 
I  those  nations — especiaUy  our  own 
I  — which  have  an  interest  in  main¬ 
taining  freedom  of  navigation  in 
general  and  preserving  the  peace  in 
the  Middle  East  in  particular.  Even 
Prime  Minister  Nehru  of  India, 
who  is  currently  entertaining  Pres¬ 
ident  Nasser,  could  do  worse  than 
bring  up  the  subject  of  Suez  in  his 
conversations  with  his  distin¬ 
guished  guest” 

Reaction  in  Congress.  This  most  re¬ 
cent  Suez  incident  lends  timeliness  to 
the  amendment  to  the  Statement  of  Pol¬ 
icy  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act,  pro¬ 
posed  by  tbe  House  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs,  which  will  be  before  the 
House  for  action  next  week. 

The  House  Committee  reported  that 
its  amendment  arose  out  of  the  failure 
of  the  West  to  end  the  Suez  blockade. 
The  Committee,  beaded  by  Rep.  Thom¬ 
as  E.  Morgan  (D-Pa.),  told  Congress: 

“The  Committee  on  Foreign  Af-\ 
fairs  has  followed  closely  develop¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  use  of  the 
Sues  Canal  and  believes  that  the 
United  States  has  not  done  as 
effective  a  job  as  it  should  have 
in  urging  the  removal  of  the  re¬ 
strictions  on  the  free  movement  of 
commerce  through  the  canaL  / 
“With  this  and  other  situations 
in  various  parts  of  the  world  in 
mind,  the  Committee  proposes  an 
amendment  to  the  Mutual  Security 
Act,  expressing  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  that  ffie  United  States  fa¬ 
vors  freedom  of '  navigation  in  in¬ 
ternational  waterways  and  econom¬ 
ic  cooperation  between  nations, 
and  that  the  purposes  of  the  Mu¬ 
tual  Security  Act  are  negated  and 
the  peace  of  the  world  is  endan- 
g«^  when  nations  which  receive 
assistance  under  this  act  wage  eco¬ 
nomic  warfare  against  other  na- 
1  tions  receiving  such  assistance,  in¬ 
cluding  such  procedures  as  boy¬ 
cotts,  blockades,  and  the  restric¬ 


tion  of  the  use  of  international 
waterways.  The  amendment  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  it  is  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  that  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  and  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act 
of  1954  shall  be  administered  so 
as  to  give  effect  to  these  principles. 

“The  amendment  leaves  to  tbe 
President  full  responsibility  for  the 
determination  of  the  iq>plication 
of  the  policy  and  of  such  action  as 
is  to  be  taken  in  these  matters,  but 
requires  that  the  President  report 
to  the  Congress  on  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  this  section.” 

In  Anothar  Committaa.  There  have 
been  echoes  of  the  Suez  blockade  in  the 
House  Conunittee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency. 

Both  Rep.  Abraham  J.  Multer  (D- 
N.Y.)  and  Rep.  Seymour  Halpem  (R- 
N.Y.)  criticized  the  World  Bank  loan 
when  Under  Secretary  of  State  Douglas 
Dillon  testified  Mar.  17  on  U.S.  mem¬ 
bership  in  the  International  Develop¬ 
ment  Association. 

Mr.  Dillon  stated  that  the  United 
States  did  not  accept  Egypt’s  contention. 
But  he  expressed  doubt  that  withhold¬ 
ing  the  loan  would  have  forced  the 
UAR  to  agree  to  pennil  Israel  cargoes 
pass  through  the  canal. 

r~3r'Seaim«n  Act  ^ 

Cleopatra,  anSJlOO  ton  Egyptian 
shi^eorrying  "STOOOtons  of  cargo  for 
Atlantic  coast  ports,  was  picketed  by 
members  of  the  Seafarers  Internationa 
Union  and  the  International  Lx>ngshore- 
men’s  Association  at  an  East  River  pier, 
in  New  York,  Apr.  13. 

The  nine  passengers  were  helped  to 
debark  by  the  103-man  Egyptian  crew 
but  the  cargo  was  not  unloaded. 

The  seamen  contend  that  the 
Arab  blacklist  of  ships  trading 
with  Israel  deprives  American  sea¬ 
men  of  work.  Their  leaflets  called 
on  oar  Government  to  stop  pur¬ 
chasing  oil  in  and  sending  surplus 
foods  to  ports  which  blacklist  U.S. 
shippers. 

Tbe  labm*  unions  said  the  picketing 
would  be  extended  to  other  coastal 
ports. 

This  is  the  first  such  action  by  Amer¬ 
ican  seamen.  Tbe  Swedish  Transport 
Workers  Federation  and  the  Finnish 
Seamens*  Union  have  similarly  protest¬ 
ed  against  the  UAR’s  obstruction  of 
Scandinavian  commerce  with  Israel. 
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rising  rapidly  in  the  last  two  years. 

In  1959,  we  gave  the  UAR  $11  mil¬ 
lion  in  food  and  money,  and  we  sold 
her  $48.3  million  of  surplus  foods.  In 
the  current  year,  the  UAR  is  receiving 
$4.2  million  in  Special  Assistance,  $1.5 
million  in  Technical  Cooperation,  and 
$9  million  in  gifts  of  fo^.  Sales  of 
surplus  foods  to  the  UAR  are  reported 
to  be  $83  million.  The  new  Special 
Assistance  money  for  the  UAR  is  in¬ 
tended  to  equip  Cairo’s  civilian  air¬ 
port  to  accommodate  jets. 

In  addition,  Egypt  is  getting  $7  mil¬ 
lion  in  development  loans  —  which 
means  that  American  aid  to  the  UAR 
in  fiscal  1960  will  exceed  $100  million 
not  counting  the  World  Bank  loan  for 
the  Suez  Canal. 

Israel.  In  1959,  Israel  received  $10.9 
million  in  Special  Assistance  and  Tech¬ 
nical  Cot^ration,  borrowed  $5  mil¬ 
lion  from  DLF  and  purchased  $38.3 
million  of  surplus  foods. 

In  the  current  fiscal  year,  grant  as¬ 
sistance  to  Israel  is  continued  in  the 
amount  of  $7.5  million.  There  is 
$1.37  million  for  Technical  Coopera¬ 
tion.  Surplus  foods  total  $32  million 
and  applications  for  loans  are  pending. 

In  its  report,  the  House  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  recommended  that 
Special  Assistance  to  Israel  be  contin¬ 
ued  in  1961  at  the  same  level  as  the 
previous  year.  The  Committee  said: 

“Against  great  odds,  Israel  has 
continued  to  be  a  bulwark  of  stabil¬ 
ity  in  an  otherwise  disturbed  area. 

It  has  used  effectively  the  modest 
amount  of  Special  Assistance  ex¬ 
tended  under  the  Mutual  Security 
Program.  The  determination  of  Is¬ 
rael  to  develop  its  industry  and  to 
increase  its  agricultural  output  will 
necessitate  aid  at  the  same  level  for 
the  next  year  as  in  the  current 
year.  The  Committee  is  therefore 
of  the  opinion  that  Special  Assist¬ 
ance  to  Israel  should  be  maintained 
at  the  level  of  fiscal  year  1960.” 

Arab  Refugees.  The  House  Commit¬ 
tee  approved  the  Administration’s  re¬ 
quest  for  $18.5  million  for  the  U.S. 
contribution  to  the  UN  fund  for  the 
Arab  refugees.  At  the  request  of  the 
Administration,  it  eliminated  a  require¬ 
ment  earmarking  10  percent  of  appro¬ 
priations  for  repatriation  and  resettle¬ 
ment.  This  released  about  $6.25  mil¬ 
lion  in  frozen  funds. 

The  cost  of  the  seven-nation  UNEF 
which  patrols  the  Gaza  strip  and  the 
Gulf  of  Aqaba  is  estimate  at  $20 
million.  The  U.S.  assessment  is  $6,- 
497,064 — or  33  1^3  percent  Last  year 
we  offered  to  make  an  additi<mal  volun¬ 
tary  contribution  of  $3.2  million  to  re¬ 
duce  the  burden  on  the  small  nations. 
Thus,  the  total  U.S.  contribution  for 
1960  will  be  $9,697,064 — or  48  percent 


The  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  dealt  gently  with  the  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  request  for  the  1960-1961  Mu¬ 
tual  Security  Program.  It  cut  only 
$136.5  million  from  the  Administra¬ 
tion’s  total  request  of  $4,175  billion. 

It  reduced  authorizations  for  Defense 
Support  from  $724  million  to  $675 
million.  Defense  Support  now  goes  to 
12  nations,  1 1  of  them  on  the  periphery 
of  the  Sino-Soviet  bloc.  Fifty  percent 
of  the  total  is  for  Korea,  Taiwan  and 
Viet  Nam.  Greece,  Turkey  and  Iran 
are  the  only  Middle  Ea.st  countries 
which  receive  aid  in  this  category. 

The  Committee  cut  $75  million  from 
the  President’s  request  for  $175  million 
for  the  Contingency  Fund. 

And  it  reduced  the  Administration’s 
$268.5  million  proposal  for  Special  As¬ 
sistance  to  $256  million,  a  cut  of  $12.5 
million.  However,  the  amount  author¬ 
ized  is  still  $11  million  more  than  last 
year’s  appropriation. 

Special  Assistance  is  intended  for  22 
countries  and  territories,  as  ccunpared 
with  15  last  year.  The  amounts  author¬ 
ized  for  each  of  these  countries  is  never 
disclosed  while  the  program  is  up  for 
debate,  but  69  percent  of  the  money 
will  go  “to  continue  programs  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  maintenance  of  political  and 
economic  stability”  in  nine  countries: 
Afghanistan,  Bolivia,  Burma,  Haiti,  Is¬ 
rael,  Jordan,  Libya,  Morocco,  Tunisia, 
and  in  West  Berlin.  Seven  percent  is 
to  be  used  for  “important  low-cost  or 
short  duration  special  activities”  in  12 
countries:  Brazil,  Ethiopia,  Guatemala, 
Indonesia,  Nepal,  Paraguay,  Somalia, 
Sudan,  United  Arab  Republic,  West 
Indies  Federation,  Yemen  and  Yugo¬ 
slavia. 

Other  funds  are  intended  for  malaria 
eradication,  community  water  supply 
development,  international  medical  re¬ 
search,  aid  to  American  schools  abroad, 
investment  incentive  programs,  the 
United  Nations  Emergency  Force,  and 
the  special  program  for  education  and 
other  training  in  tropical  Africa. 
Jordan.  In  recent  years,  Jordan  has 
been  one  of  the  major  beneficiaries  of 
this  program,  and  the  Committee  re¬ 
ported  that  Jordan’s  economic  and  po¬ 
litical  survival  has  been  made  possible 
by  it 

In  the  fiscal  year  ending  1959,  we 
gave  Jordan  $52.5  million  in  food  and 
money,  in  addition  to  some  military 
aid  and  some  of  the  $23  million  con¬ 
tributed  for  the  Arab  refugees.  So  far 
this  year,  the  Special  Assistance  pro¬ 
gram  to  Jordan  totab  $45  million. 

Tho  UAR.  American  aid  to  the  UAR, 
consisting  largely  of  the  sale  of  surplus 
foods  for  Egyptian  currency,  has  ^n 


In  its  Apr.  9  issue,  the  national  Cath¬ 
olic  weekly,  America,  publishes  an  arti¬ 
cle — Israel:  Laboratory  in  Asia — by 
Father  Vincent  S.  Kearney,  SJ.,  asso¬ 
ciate  editor,  who  recently  returned  from 
a  trip  to  the  Middle  East 

Impressed  by  Israel’s  development 
since  his  last  visit  to  the  Holy  Land 
during  the  war  years.  Father  Kearney 
commented  that  “the  visitor  who  re¬ 
turns  to  Palestine  after  a  long  absence 
should  be  prepared  for  a  surprise.” 

Noting  the  “steady  stream”  of  visi¬ 
tors  from  the  Afro-Asian  countries,  he 
points  out  that  Israel  serves  as  an  “eco¬ 
nomic  pilot  project”  to  the  new  na¬ 
tions — ^where  they  can  learn  “how  to 
make  the  best  use  of  the  assistance  they 
so  SOTely  need.” 

Father  Kearney  writes: 

“What  Israel  has  achieved  in  the'  way 
of  food  production  is  of  world-wide  sig¬ 
nificance  .  .  .  Israel  has  demonstrated 
that  a  phenomenally  expanding  popu¬ 
lation  can  be  an  incentive  to  greater 
food  production  ...  A  great  economic 
and  sociological  experiment  is  there 
taking  place.  Given  a  chance,  it  could 
have  a  profound  effect  on  the  world  of 
the  so-called  underdeveloped  nations.  It 
is  this  which  has  attracted  hundreds  of 
Afro-Asians  in  the  last  two  years.” 
And  the  author  points  out  that  Israel’s 
progress  is  made  without  sacrificing 
democratic  ideals. 

In  conclusion  he  states: 

“It  is  perhaps  impossible  to  write  in 
a  vein  favorable  to  Israel  without  draw¬ 
ing  fire.  The  writer  expects  to  be  con¬ 
demned  as  a  Zionist  propagandist  or, 
what  is  worse,  as  being  insensitive  to 
the  plight  of  the  million  Arab  refugees 
who  once  made  their  homes  in  what  is 
now  Israel.  This  must  therefore  be 
said.  What  is  written  here  does  not 
imply  a  Judgment  one  way  or  another 
on  Arab  grievances  against  IsraeL 
Those  grievances  do  indeed  exist.  But 
Israel  also  exists.  It  is  the  writer’s 
conviction  that  the  new  state  can  be 
appraised  objectively  without  prejudice 
to  Arab  claims. 

“What  the  eventual  outcome  of  the 
Arab-Israeli  quarrel  will  be  no  one  can 
know  for  sure,  lliis  much  is  certain; 
the  sidntion  must  not  lie  in  another 
war  of  destruction  in  the  Holy  Land. 
Nor  is  it  reasonable  to  expect  Israd 
to  commit  national  suicide  by  opening 
her  borders  to  a  million  potentiid 
enemies — the  displaced  Palest^  refu¬ 
gees.  Israd  still  protests  it  is  ready 
to  negotiate  a  settlement.  We  cannot 
know  what  Israel  will  propose,  unless 
the  opportunity  is  given  it  to  meet 
Arab  leaders  face  to  face.” 
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estioe  has  become  an  excuse,  exploited 
by  every  group  for  its  own  interests  .  .  . 
We  believe  that  Palestine  in  its  various 
parts  is  an  Arab  country.  It  should  be 
restored  to  its  own  people — the  Arab 
Palestinian  people. 

“We  do  not  recognize  any  Jewish 
right  to  Palestine  soil.  We  do  not  ac¬ 
cept  the  establishment  of  an  Israeli  state 
on  Arab  soil.  We  want  the  Palestine 
people  to  recover  their  soil  from  the 
Israeli  enemy.  We  also  want  them  to 
recover  their  soil  in  Jordan  and  in  the 
Gaza  strip  .  .  .  Hence  our  call  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Palestine  republic 
.  .  .  We  have  prepared  sufficient  arms 
for  this  republic.** 

On  the  same  day,  Al-Ahram  reported 
in  Cairo  that  a  volunteer  Palestine  army 
is  in  formation  in  the  UAR  and  the 
Gaza  strip.  But,  nine  days  earlier, 
Kassem  actually  issued  a  muster  call  to 
the  5,000  Palestinians  in  Iraq — for  ot- 
ganization  and  training  in  an  army 
build-up  “for  retrieving  the  usurped 
homeland.** 

And  on  Apr.  6,  the  Iraqi  defense 
ministry  outlined  detailed  instructions 
“for  those  who  wish  to  volunteer  in  the 
nucleus  of  the  immortal  Palestinian  re¬ 
public’s  army.** 

A  basic  training  course  has  been 
established  for  volunteers  including  of¬ 
ficers  and  enlisted  men  and  the  force 
will  be  subject  to  Iraq  army  regulations. 

(  Washington  observers  don’t  take  Kas- 
'^m*8  “army”  very  seriously.  Iraq  has 
no  common  frontier  with  Israel,  and 
neither  Jordan  nor  the  UAR  would 
give  the  army  free  passage  through  their 
/territory.  But  some  suggest  that  the 
I  drafting  of  the  5,000  Palestinian  refu¬ 
gees  into  a  militjuy  force  would  give 
\  Kassem  strict  control  over  their  actions. 

Surv«y.  How  does  all  this 
froth  affect  the  refugees  themselves? 
W.  J.  Granberg,  of  the  World  Wide 
Press  Service,  recently  described  refu¬ 
gee  sentiment  in  a  dispatch  published 
in  the  Providence  Bulletin,  on  Mar.  29. 

He  reported  that  a  gap  is  opening 
between  the  official  Arab  position  and 
the  refugees  themselves.  In  the  early 
days,  he  writes,  the  refugees  would  ac¬ 
cept  no  solution  but  repatriation.  The 
older  refugees  still  persist  in  the  idea 
that  they  will  return  to  their  homes. 
But,  according  to  Granberg,  the  young 
men  are  beginning  to  think  that  re¬ 
settlement  may  be  better  than  “molder- 
ing”  in  refugee  camps,  in  deference  to 
a  political  view. 

Granberg  says  the  young  men  now 
pose  the  problem  in  this  fashion: 

“1.  Many  refugees  never  had  it  so 
good.  Although  they  may  dream  of 
home,  old  Palestine  ^d  its  hardships, 
too.  Living  under  the  UNRWA  dole 
has  its  advantages,  with  a  man  not 
having  to  turn  a  hand  for  himself. 


“2.  The  hope  of  returning  home  is 
a  futile  dream,  so  why  not  face  the 
truth?  The  Arab  states  should  begin 
to  resettle  us. 

“3.  If  given  the  chance  to  return 
home,  not  more  than  10  percent  of  the 
refugees  would  do  so,  for  they  could 
not  live  under  the  Israeli  government. 
Of  those  who  did  return,  given  that  un¬ 
likely  opportunity,  only  a  few  would 
remain.” 

Granberg  believes  that  what  the  refu¬ 
gees  want  is  compensation  for  their  lost 
property  and  a  chance  to  make  new 
homes  where  they  are.  He  put  the 
question  to  President  Nasser,  who  rigid¬ 
ly  rejected  any  such  '‘misconception” 
of  the  matter.  Nasser’s  answer: 

“The  Palestine  people  were  criminally 
dislodged  .  .  .  The  proposed  solution  is 
an  explicit  recognition  of  a  sinister 
fact .  .  .** 

VOA  SurpassAcl.  The  U.S.  radio  in¬ 
formation  service.  Voice  of  America, 
has  moved  to  third  place  in  the  inter¬ 
national  competition  for  the  air  waves. 
Both  Soviet  Russia  and  the  UAR  have 
overtaken  VOA  in  international  hours 
on  the  air. 

As  of  the  beginning  of  1960,  Russia 
logged  973  hours  per  week  in  interna¬ 
tional  broadcasts;  UAR,  623;  United 
States,  567;  Great  Britain  567,  and 
Communist  China,  512. 

By  1963,  “Voice”  officials  expect  an 
improvement  when  new  transmitters, 
forming  the  most  powerful  short-wave 
radio  station  in  the  world,  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  in  South  Carolina. 

Meanwhile,  the  UAR,  with  U.S.  fi¬ 
nancial  aid,  is  establishing  a  television 
network.  RCA  has  agre^  to  furnish 
equipment  for  the  stations  and  for  a 
plant  which  will  build  TV  sets.  Main 
TV  transmitters  will  be  constructed  in 
Cairo  and  Damascus.  The  Cairo  stu¬ 
dios  expect  to  be  in  operation  by  July. 
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propaganda  pressures 

During  his  Indian  tour.  President 
Nasser  was  greeted  as  the  symbol  of 
Arab  nationalism,  a  statement  which 
had  propaganda  repercussions  in  other 
Arab  capitals  which  do  not  concede 
President  Nasser’s  claim  to  Arab  leader¬ 
ship. 

Nasser  repeatedly  told  the  Indians 
that  he  sought  Arab  unity  by  peaceful 
means.  He  said,  on  Mar.  30: 

“I  share  with  your  great  teacher, 
Mahatma  Ghandi — the  immortal  soul  of 
India  —  the  belief  that  the  means 
adopted  to  reach  ends  constitute  a 
part  of  these  ends,  and  that  the  way 
towards  the  honest  aims  should  be 
honorable.  Thus,  the  way  toward  Arab 
unity  was — as  it  always  should  be — the 
will  of  the  peoples,  their  unanimous 
free  will.” 

But,  King  Hussein  of  Jordan  takes 
a  different  view  about  Nasser.  He  told 
U.S.  News  and  World  Report,  Apr.  18: 

“It  seems  there  is  a  basic  difficulty, 
. . .  President  Nasser  expects  this  whole 
Arab  world  to  kneel  in  front  of  him 
and  receive  his  every  wish  and  desire 
without  any  question.  This  is  not  the 
way  we  think  in  Jordan,  and  we  feel 
that  there  are  some  important  issues 
that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  differ¬ 
ent  manner.” 

Hussein  complained  that  Arab  lead¬ 
ers  were  not  fighting  communism  but, 
in  fact,  seemed  to  strengthen  it  while 
hiding  selfish  expansionist  motives  .  .  . 
“The  UAR  attitude  towards  Iraq  is  a 
clear  example.”  • 

The  Cairo  newspaper  Al-Gomhouria, 
on  Apr.  8,  was  outraged  by  a  report 
that  Prime  Minister  Ben-Gurion  of  Is¬ 
rael  was  proposing  to  meet  with  Pre¬ 
mier  Khrushchev  of  the  USSR.  Attack¬ 
ing  Ben-Gurion,  it  insisted  that  Khrush¬ 
chev  would  never  meet  with  him  “be¬ 
cause  Moscow  is  cleansed  of  people  like 
Goldmann,  Truman  and  the  New  York 
Times." 
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